
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



RECENT IMPORTANT DECISIONS 



Adoption — Inheritance by Representation. — Testator by will left his 
property to his three brothers and mentioned his sister as having previously 
died without heirs. He made a codicil to his will revoking all its provisions 
in favor of one of his brothers. An adopted child of testator's sister claimed 
the right to inherit by representation a portion of the property covered by 
the codicil. Held, that under the Michigan statute (Comp. Laws of 1897, 
§8780, Sec. 5), which provides that an adopted child shall become and be an 
heir at law of the person or persons adopting the same as if he or she were 
in fact the child of such person or persons, an adopted child is the heir of 
the adopting parent but is not the heir of the adopting parent's kindred. 
Van Derlyn v. Mack (1904), — Mich. — , 100 N. W. Rep. 278. 

The right of the adopted child to inherit depends to a great extent upon 
the statutes enacted in the various states, but the courts in construing this 
legislation draw a distinction between the legal status created by adoption 
and blood relationship and hold that the adopted child may inherit from the 
adopting parent directly but cannot inherit from the blood relations of the 
adopting parent. Schouler Domestic Rel. § 232 ; Humphries v. Davis, 100 
Ind. 274. In Maine, however, a somewhat different result was reached and 
it was held that the status of an adopted child was such that under a will 
it would take as lineal descendant, the legatee having died in the lifetime of 
the testator. Warner v. Prescott, 84 Me. 483. 

Adverse Possession — Effect of Former Judgment — Statute of Limita- 
tions. — Plaintiffs claimed title by deed from one Martin. Defendant claimed 
by adverse possession for the statutory period of ten years under color of 
title, created by deed of gift from the same grantor. Defendant went into 
possession in 1876. In 1885 plaintiff brought ejectment and obtained judg- 
ment in 1887. After verdict, but before judgment, defendant abandoned the 
property, remaining away until 1893. The plaintiff never went into posses- 
sion. Held, that plaintiff in a second action could not introduce the former 
judgment in evidence, no writ of possession having been obtained. Brad- 
ford v. Wilson (1904), — Ala. — , 37 So. Rep. 295. 

The court's ruling was based on the principle that a prior judgment with- 
out dispossession under it is insufficient to break the continuity of an adverse 
holding. Many cases support the proposition. Carpenter v. Water Co., 63 
Cal. 616; Smith v. Trabue, 1 M'Lean 87; Maybury v. Dollarhide, 98 Mo. 198. 
A review of a number of cases on the point shows that in each case the 
defendant remained in possession after the judgment, while in the principal 
case the defendant voluntarily abandoned the property. A few cases hold that 
a judgment alone will create a severance in the adverse holding. Brolasky v. 
McClain, 61 Pa. St. 146; Bright v. Stevens, 1 Houst. 31. In this last case the 
facts were similar to those of the principal case, the court reaching a different 
conclusion. It is a principle well established by authority that the statute of 
limitations is suspended from the commencement of the action, not from the 
date of the judgment. Hackworth v. Harlan's heirs (Ky.), 19 S. W. Rep. 



